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PRIOR CASE LAW UNDER THE SECOND AMENDMENT
When the Fourteenth Amendment was ratified in 1868, many thought that this provision would guarantee that the States would be brought into line as far as compliance with constitutional protections were concerned. Sometimes: yes; sometimes: no. Although not actually a Second Amendment case, the language in United States v. Cruikshank (9), sewed the seeds of doubt as to whether the Fourteenth Amendment incorporated a requirement on the states to honor the Second Amendment, as the claim was that the Second Amendment was a federal protection. In Presser v. Illinois (10), a state statute barring public parades of armed parties without permission was held not a violation of the Second Amendment, in that the Second Amendment did not apply to the states. Although the Supreme Court after Presser seemed generally uninterested in Second Amendment issues, in United States v. Miller (11), the transportation of a sawed-off shotgun across state lines, and neglecting to pay a tax that was required by the newly enacted (1934) National Firearms Act, got one Frank Layton into deep trouble. The statute did not outright ban certain weapons, but attempted to tax them out of existence and use (a strategy that was ultimately successful). The federal statute was held constitutional, and there was language in the decision that a sawed off shotgun had no relation to the militia. The seeds had thereby been deeply planted for the position that the Second Amendment did not apply to an individual"s rights, but to the rights of a militia. The Plaintiffs. The strategy was to cherry-pick a field of worthy plaintiffs that could survive typical jurisdictional pitfalls and personal prejudices. The decision was to go with six "qualified, sympathetic plaintiffs" as opposed to "some guy who carjacked somebody or just shot up a McDonald's". (14)
Shelly Parker, a black woman, was the original lead plaintiff. She was a former nurse, working in software design, who moved to a neighborhood in D.C. that was rampant with drug gangs. Trying to help "clean up the neighborhood" of the drug traffickers, she received numerous death threats. She was introduced to the legal team by Kenn Blanchard, who referred to himself on his website as: "Black Man With A Gun". He was a personal firearms instructor, trainer and speaker, and occasional NRA representative.
Tom Palmer was a senior editor at The Cato Institute. Palmer had years earlier been accosted by a gang of street toughs in California, and but for his possession and display of his handgun, might not have made it to the "gang of six" in the case.
George Lyon was a communications attorney with extensive experience in the use of weapons. The team of attorneys putting the case together found his expertise of great value.
Gillian St. Lawrence lived in Georgetown, and owned a long gun for protection. She felt that the restrictions of the D.C. law (unloaded, disassembled, trigger lock) rendered her weapon useless for protection.
Tracey Hanson was a black woman who was an employee of the Department Of Agriculture. She did not have any particular "horror story" to tell; she just felt strongly about the Second Amendment issue.
Dick Anthony Heller, who became the lead plaintiff in the case when it went before the Supreme Court, ended up being the only member of the "gang of six" to have his case adjudicated, due to procedural and jurisdictional issues. If he had not been added to the team at the early stages of planning, the case likely would not have become the landmark that it has. Further, as Doherty notes: "The best hook about Heller for the press was his 1.
The Second Amendment protects an individual's right to possess a firearm unconnected with the service in a militia.
2.
The Second Amendment right is not unlimited. 3. The (total) handgun ban and trigger-lock requirement violate the Second Amendment, as well as the requirement that any lawful firearm be disassembled or bound by a trigger lock making it impossible to use arms for their lawful purpose of self-defense.
REACTION TO THE HELLER DECISION
Understandably, the plaintiffs and counsel were elated, as were Second Amendment enthusiasts. 
